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PERIOD FOR RFPI Y [check either a) or b)] 
a) 03 The period for reply expires 3 months from the mailing date of the final rejection 

earned patent term adjustment sSstcfrTtSK ^ " ^ ^ may reduce 

1 D 3^R?i f 9 ^ fl P flT fi, !f 00 Appel,ant ' s Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 
37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extens.on thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2. E3 The proposed amendments) will not be entered because: 

(a) E they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) D ^^tSStSS^ the application in betterform for appeal by material,y reducin9 orsim p |if ^ the 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: See attached 

3. D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): 

4. Q Newly proposed or amended claim(s) _ 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5 D haS »-» «— but does NOT place the 

6D sri^^t riiis ssr because jt is not directed solely to issues *** were newiy 

7.D For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendments) a)B will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 
explanat.cn of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided bel^apSrSS 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: . 



. would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 



Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



8. Q The proposed drawing correction filed on isa)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10. D Other: \. 
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The proposed amendments are not entered, as the new issues raised by them would require to be 
searched and examined further. 

Regarding Applicants arguments 

1 Kao discloses the purpose of flowing inert gas both for removing loose particles 
(Abstract) as well as stabilizing the pressure (Col 1 1 line 52). The motivation for combining Kao 
to Frankel comes strongly from these teachings. 

2 Frankel discloses the temperature of the susceptor to be 500-800 (Col 53 line 38) Also 
both Frankel (Col 45 line 57) and Kao (Col 17 line 59) suggest the preferred temperature for 
cleaning to be 550-600. Therefore it would have been obvious to reduce the temperature at least 
in cases when the deposition was being done at higher than 600 C. 



